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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In the Office Action, the Examiner objects to the specification for various grammatical 
informalities and rejects Claims 5, 10, and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. The Examiner also rejects Claims 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Furthermore, the Examiner rejects Claims 1-9 and 1 1 for 
obviousness-type double patenting over Claims 1-4 and 8 of U.S. Patent No. 6,630,942 to Gerra 
et al. The Examiner further rejects Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, and 9 for obviousness-type double 
patenting over U.S. Patent No. 6,229,534 to Gerra et al. Finally, the Examiner rejects Claims 1- 
1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,948,040 to DeLorme et al. 

Applicants have submitted amendments to the specification in order to overcome the 
Examiner's objections. In addition, Claims 5, 8, 10, and 1 1 have been amended to overcome the 
rejection under § 1 12, second paragraph, and Applicant submits that these claims are definite. 
Additionally, Claim 8 has been amended to clarify its statutory nature and to address the 
rejection of Claims 8 and 9 under § 101. Furthermore, independent Claims 1, 5, and 8 have been 
amended to further distinguish the cited references. In light of the amendments and subsequent 
remarks. Applicant submits that the claims are in condition for allowance. 

The Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

The Examiner rejects Claims 8 and 9, which are directed to a machine-readable storage 

medium, as not falling within a statutory category of invention because the specification 

allegedly discloses that a machine-readable storage medium may include acoustic or light waves 

or any carrier wave capable of carrying instructions to a process for execution. In this regard, the 

specification discloses that: 

The term "computer-readable medium" as used herein refer[s] to any 
media that participates in providing instructions to processor 104 for execution. 
Such a medium may take many forms, including but not limited to, non-volatile 
media, volatile media, and transmission media. Non-volatile media includes, for 
example, optical or magnetic disks, such as storage device 110. Volatile media 
includes dynamic memory, such as main memory 106. Transmission media 
includes coaxial cables, copper wire and fiber optics, including the wires that 
comprise bus 102. Transmission media can also take the form of acoustic or light 
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waves, such as those generated during radio-wave and infra-red data 
communications. Page 7, lines 6-14. 

As now amended, the preamble of independent Claim 8 recites a volatile or a non-volatile 
machine-readable storage medium having stored thereon machine executable instructions, the 
execution of the instructions adapted to implement a method for accessing information from 
multiple remote sources. Thus, the machine-readable storage medium of Claims 8 and 9 is now 
specifically directed to those embodiments that are clearly statutory, as opposed to the 
embodiment including acoustic or light waves that was alleged to be non-statutory. 
Therefore, Applicant submits that the machine-readable storage medium of amended 
Claims 8 and 9 is statutory under § 101. 

The Double Patenting Rejection is Overcome 

Applicant has submitted a terminal disclaimer in order to overcome the nonstatutory 
double patenting rejections over the '942 and '534 patents. In addition, Applicant submits that 
the '942 and '534 patents, as well as the present application, are assigned to, and commonly 
owned by, Sabre Inc. Therefore, the rejections of the claims over the '942 and '534 patents are 
overcome. 

The Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) is Overcome 

The DeLorme patent discloses a travel reservation and information system (TRIPS). A 
user is able to obtain a customized travel route and plan based upon answers to the general 
questions of WHERE?, WHAT?, WHEN?, and HOW? displayed in a menu. DeLorme also 
discloses a TRIPS that is capable of determining, reserving, and/or ticketing locations along a 
travel route between a user-selected travel origin and travel destination, including a user-selected 
waypoint and points of interest (POI) along a specified route. For example, the POI's could 
include a geographic place, an area or region, a latitude/longitude, a specific street address, etc. 
The maps may include icons, such as graphic symbols, text, or tables to identify particular 
topical data on the POI's, such as hotels or churches. In addition, a set of electronic maps is 
presented to the user for review, where the dynamic map may be manipulated and queried by the 
user. 
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In order to further patentably distinguish DeLorme, Applicant has amended independent 
Claims 1,5, and 8 to recite that the first machine comprises a computerized reservation system 
("CRSy Conversely, the Examiner relies on portions of DeLorme that allegedly disclose a first 
machine (TRIPS web server), a second machine (desktop PC having a CRT), and a third 
machine (a distributed server, such as an online database), wherein the TRIPS software receives 
a request for data and displays the requested data on the CRT, and the distributed servers may be 
online databases including geographic, temporal, topical, and accounting information belonging 
to third-party providers. However, DeLorme does not teach or suggest that the TRIPS system 
communicates with a CRS in order to process requests and display the results of the request on a 
display. In contrast, DeLorme only discloses that data may be output from the TRIPS system to 
a CRS (col. 18, lines 25-34), but does not otherwise disclose that the CRS is employed to receive 
requests for data and to provide requested data that may be displayed in such a maimer that a 
query may be generated based on the data provided by the CRS. Furthermore, DeLorme 
distinguishes CRSs from the TRIPS system and discloses that "these prior computer reservation 
services (CRS) are basically limited to commercial airline reservations. As a minimum input 
threshold, the prior CRS require that the user knows and enters their intended departure point, 
final destination, any intermediate stop overs, plus the travel time frame" (col. 5, lines 59-64). 
As such, DeLorme teaches away from employing a CRS with the TRIPS system. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully submits that DeLorme does not disclose independent Claims 1, 5, and 8 of 
the present application. 

Regarding independent Claims 10 and 11, Applicant submits these claims are currently 
distinguishable from DeLorme. In this regard, Claims 10 and 1 1 recite determining whether a 
page of the results of the query includes a tag, displaying a button corresponding to the tag in the 
second display area, determining when the button is activated, and extracting the results of the 
query from the second display area when the button is activated. The specification of the present 
application discloses that a tag may be a specific code in the web page indicating that a button 
should be built for a corresponding piece of information in the web page (p. 13, lines 7-9). The 
Examiner finds that FIG. 5D of DeLorme discloses determining whether a page of the results 
contains a tag and displaying a button (594 in FIG. 5D) corresponding to the tag in the second 
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display area (593 of FIG. 5D). However, FIG. 5D simply depicts an on-screen button for 
"reservations" that can be selected (e.g., for a particular restaurant), while the confirmed 
reservation information is displayed after selecting the reservations button. DeLorme nowhere 
teaches or suggests that a page of the results is queried in order to determine whether the page 
includes a tag, as recited in the claims and defined in the specification of the present application, 
and then displaying a button corresponding to the tag. Instead, the button displayed by DeLorme 
is independent of any page results, let alone any tag within a page results as per Claims 10 and 
1 1 . Accordingly, DeLorme does not determine whether the results of a query include a tag 
within the results and then displaying a button corresponding to the tag. 

Therefore, Applicant submits that DeLorme does not teach or suggest independent 
Claims 1, 5, 8, 10, and 1 1 and that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) is overcome. Because 
the dependent claims include each of the recitations of a respective independent claim. 
Applicants further submit that the dependent claims are also allowable for at least those reasons 
discussed above with respect to independent Claims 1, 5, 8, 10, and 11. 

Moreover, Applicant submits that DeLorme does not disclose dependent Claims 2, 6, and 
9 for at least those reasons discussed above with respect to independent Claims 10 and 1 1 . 
Claims 2, 6, and 9 recite determining whether a page of the results contains a tag and displaying 
a button corresponding to the tag in the second display area. Therefore, Applicant submits that 
in addition to those reasons discussed above with respect to the independent Claims 1, 5, and 8, 
dependent Claims 2, 6, and 9 are fiirther distinguishable from DeLorme. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the amended claims and remarks presented above, it is respectfully submitted 
that all of the present claims of the present application are in condition for immediate allowance. 
It is therefore respectfully requested that a Notice of Allowance be issued. The Examiner is 
encouraged to contact Applicants' undersigned attorney to resolve any remaining issues in order 
to expedite examination of the present application. 

It is not believed that extensions of time or fees for net addition of claims are required, 
beyond those that may otherwise be provided for in documents accompanying this paper. 
However, in the event that additional extensions of time are necessary to allow consideration of 
this paper, such extensions are hereby petitioned under 37 CFR § 1.136(a), and any fee required 
therefore (including fees for net addition of claims) is hereby authorized to be charged to Deposit 
Account No. 16-0605. 
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